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“Betrayal does not come from prophecy, but prophecy comes from betrayal” (St. John Chrysostom) 
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There is much discussion about Judas's guilt or not, especially on Holy Week and Pascha 
days, when this act seems somewhat fresher. Many, even among Christians, have not 
sufficiently enlightened themselves on this issue and say that Judas was destined to betray 
and, therefore, is not responsible. And they say these things based on the prophecies, 
which were foretold. 


Some go even further and say that we ought to be grateful to Judas, and we should even 
proclaim him a saint who was found in the midst and delivered Jesus and thus, our 
redemption was achieved through his death. 


In all these so-called questions, then, comes this little treatise to shed light and prove the 
guilt, unfortunately, of Judas. 


In general, about Judas. 


Judas is the person for whom both the Holy Scripture and almost the whole world talk 
about. 


The person of Judas has preoccupied, preoccupies and will always preoccupy the 
Christian people, and he has become, like the Lord, “a sign of controversy.” Endless 
discussions take place on whether he is responsible for the treason, arguments are made 
on all sides, and objections are heard to the extent that the case of Judas is called by many 
a hidden mystery. 


In particular, the questions on which there is much discussion are the following: 


1. Is Judas to blame, as long as someone was predestined to deliver Jesus, and even 
where was it prophesied? 

2. Why did Jesus call Judas, since, as God, He foresaw his fall? 

What did Jesus do to prevent the fall of Judas? 

4. Was Judas harmed by his betrayal or not? And if he has benefited, why then is he 
accused? 


ies) 


Let us, therefore, examine these apparently plausible objections one by one. 


A. Is Judas to blame, since someone was destined to deliver Jesus and even what was 
prophesied? 


Indeed, the apparent cause of Judas' alleged temptation is the Holy Bible, which dared to 
predict betrayal. And thinking thus, the ignorant say, “If it had been prophesied, is it 
possible not to have come to pass?” 


Especially when he hears the Bible say, “That it might be fulfilled which was spoken 
of the Lord by the prophet, saying,” he thinks that the right is on his side and the side 
of Judas. And with a serious tone, he now adds, “Is it possible to resist the Lord?” After 
the Lord had written through His Prophet, He had to verify; therefore, Judas is innocent, 
who, by his actions, did nothing else but verify the Scriptures. 


Many, unfortunately, think like this and think that everything breaks and dissolves before 
the prophecies, both the self-authority and the freedom of man. However, this is not the 
case, and before we proceed, we will make an enlightening note about the Prophecies, 
being certain that you, when you know the solution to the “riddle” of the Prophecies, 
will shout that Judas is to blame. 


We add that no one can delve deeper into the interpretation of the Holy Scriptures if he 
does not know the manner and purpose for which each prophecy was written. And he will 
always stumble, always be scandalized, and always doubt. 


On Prophecies. 
There are three kinds of prophecy: 
a) Prophecy, through which God foretells the action and will of man. 
b) Prophecy, through which God foretells the action and will of God. 
c) Prophecy, through which God foretells the action and will of God and man. 
Therefore, when the Holy Scriptures student divides the Prophecies into these three great 


categories, he automatically solves all his questions, and the innocent man, Judas, is 
declared guilty. 


Definition of Prophecy. 


I prophesy = I foretell. But in the narrower sense, the word Prophecy means a prediction, 
definite and certain, of events occurring in the near or distant future, which events cannot 
be predicted by the natural powers of the human intellect alone at the time when they are 
foretold. That is to say, a prediction of things to come, which is announced by a human 
mouth and written by a human hand, but at the dictation of this God and under the 
inspiration and illumination of the Holy Spirit. Therefore, both prophecy and miracle 
belong to the circle of the supernatural. 


The prophecies about Judas were not written to make him a traitor and verify this, but 
because it would happen; they were written because of this. 


God foreknows all things, including those of Judas, and through His Prophets, He 
foretold them. The prophecies about Judas were written because he provoked it, not 
because God wanted him to be a traitor. This is why the case of Judas falls under the 
prophecies of the first category, through which God foretells the action and will of man. 


Of the same category of prophecy is that of the Prophet Micah (5:2), who mentions 725 
B.C., the place of the Lord's birth (Bethlehem). Micah wrote this not because He might 
be born there but because He would be born there. 


The prophet Hosea (11:1), 810 B.C., records the flight of the Lord (as a baby) into Egypt. 
He did not write it to flee, but because he would flee, persecuted by Herod, he wrote it. 


The prophet Isaiah (53), 799 B.C., writes that Jesus will be humiliated and, among other 
things, be torn apart. He writes these things, of course, not to humiliate or beat Him but 
because they will happen to Him, which is why He is writing them. 


The Prophet David (Ps. 21:16-17), 1050 B.C., writes that they will pierce the Lord's 
hands and feet. In verse 19 of the same psalm, they will draw lots for His robes: “They 
parted my garments [among] themselves, and cast lots upon my raiment.” Psalm 
68:22 says He will be given vinegar and gall in His thirst: “They gave [me] also gall for 
my food, and made me drink vinegar for my thirst.” 


The Prophet Zechariah (11:12-13), in 520 B.C., writes that Jesus will be sold for thirty 
pieces of silver and that a potter will buy a field with this money. Of course, these things 


were not written to be but were written because they were to be. And there are so many 
prophecies of the same category that we omit. 


In the Second Category of Prophecy, we have prophecies that would be fulfilled in the 
person of Jesus because God alone wanted it. He hasted them and said, “Therefore God 
compels man because he will be deceived.” The prophecies that were written to come to 
pass regardless of man's will but only because God Almighty willed it has nothing to do 
with men, who have freedom and autonomy, but with irrational nature and unreasoning 

animals. And behold how: 


Zechariah prophesies (520 B.C.), for example, the entry of the Lord into Jerusalem on an 
ass, So to speak: “Rejoice greatly, O daughter of Sion; proclaim [it] aloud, O 
daughter of Jerusalem; behold, the King is coming to thee, just, and a Saviour; he is 
meek and riding on an ass, and a young foal” (9:9). And indeed he did (see John 
12:15). By this prophecy and its fulfillment, without forcing the freedom of any man, He 
showed that He is the expected Messiah, the “Son of David.” 


Amos (885 B.C.) prophesies darkness at full noon: “And it shall come to pass in that 
day, saith the Lord God, [that] the sun shall go down at noon, and the light shall be 
darkened on the earth by day” (8:9). And indeed: “There was darkness over all the 
land unto the ninth hour,” as we are told by the Holy Evangelist (Mt. 27:45; Mk. 15:53; 
Lk. 23:44-45), as well as by the Roman historian Phlegon that: “In the fourth year, 
however, of the 202nd Olympiad...at the sixth hour, day turned into dark night” (quoted 
in Jerome’s translation of Eusebius’ Chronicle, 202 Olympad). The sixth hour was 12 pm, 
and the ninth was 3 pm. Through this prophecy and its fulfillment, He manifested 
Himself without extorting man's freedom. He ordered the soulless sun to hide its rays. 


In the Third Category are those Prophecies that would require human will and divinity 
to fulfill them. 


One such prophecy is the connection with the birth of the Lord from the Virgin. She, too, 
should have wanted to be a mother; it was not enough if God alone wanted it. 


Therefore, if we read the story of the Annunciation, we will see that Luke quotes twelve 
complete verses to show us that hastily and after enlightening Mary's questions on behalf 
of the Archangel, she accepted, saying, “Behold the handmaid of the Lord; be it unto 
me according to thy word” (Lk. 1:26-38). 


If she had not accepted, the Annunciation would not have happened. But God foresaw 
that she would accept, so He foretold the prophecy. 


Whosoever, therefore, desires not to be scandalized by the Prophecies, let him classify 
them into these three great categories, and he will avoid temptation. 


God, who had predestined His Son for the salvation of all men, caused His holy prophets 
to make Him known to the world. For this, He also foretold how He would be born (of 
the Virgin), where He would be born (in Bethlehem), and when He would be born 
(483 years after His command to rebuild Jerusalem) (Dan 9:25). 


And by His prophecies, He did not limit nor compel anyone's freedom or authority, nor 
did God sin, because He prophesied, for the guilt is not in him who has the power to 
prophesy, but in him who has the power to do evil. And it is asked. When a physician 
predicts the death of a patient, is he responsible for the death? And will the patient die 
because the doctor foretells it or because a patient with no hope of life will die? Or when 
a person's crime is foreseen and foretold, is the one who foresaw and foretold it 
responsible, or is the future person committing the crime? The perpetrator is responsible, 
not the foreteller. God did exactly the same. He foretold Judas’ betrayal because, as God, 
He foresaw it. The divine Chrysostom says, “Betrayal does not come from prophecy, 
but prophecy comes from betrayal.” 


God's foreknowledge, therefore, does not hinder man's freedom and that of Judas. 


So, we are not scandalized because the prophecy of betrayal supposedly precedes us. It 
appears this way to our earthly eyes, while it is nowhere, even in the eyes of the eternal 
and All-Wise God. Betrayal precedes, and Prophecy follows. For God's Prophecy 
depends upon Judas's treachery, not Judas's treachery upon God's Prophecy. 


And this, that the saying, "Once the word was fulfilled, or the Scripture, etc.," 
scandalizes some, and they say, “But don't you see that the Scripture says that this 
happened in fulfillment of the Prophets or the saying?” It is not as it seems, and let's be 
careful. The divine Chrysostom interprets the verse of Apostle John, “That the saying of 
Esaias might be fulfilled which he spoke, Lord, who has believed our report, and to 
whom has the arm of the Lord been revealed?” saying, “Here again observe, that the 
BECAUSE, and SPOKE, refer not to the cause of their unbelief, but to the event. 


For it was not because Isaiah spoke, that they believed not; but because they were 
not about to believe, that he spoke” (Homily 68). 


So far, Judas is to blame. 
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The empty halo of Judas Iscariot. 


B. Why did Jesus call Judas, since, as God, He foresaw his fall? 


Again, this is where the question of man's freedom comes in. When Judas was admitted 
to the Choir of the Disciples, he was worthy of election. The proof of this is that the Lord 
sent him to preach with the other disciples and gave him the power to perform miracles 
and cast out demons. 


Moreover, he made him the steward of their small group and did not make Matthew a 
more special one, and that shows that he was good and fit to begin with, no matter if he 
later fell out because of hypocrisy and avarice. The Lord does not afflict any good man, 
though he foreknows that he will become evil, even as he afflicts no evil man, who will 
afterwards become good. But man, in complete freedom, acts, that he may be responsible, 
and that the Lord may judge him. 


It is also said, as we read in the book by Fr. Joel Yiannakopoulos, The Problem of Judas, 
that Judas is the scribe who said to Jesus, "Teacher, I will follow you wherever you go 
and where the Lord has told him to go. If, therefore, we admit that this was Judas, one 
reason why the Lord should not have excluded him since he was both worthy and 
desirable. So he received him, and when he began to deviate afterwards, the Lord [and 
again respecting his liberty] took care to help him in various ways, but he would not 
consent. 


It is also said, as we read the book of Fr. Joel Giannakopoulos, The Problem of Judas, 

that Judas is the scribe who said to Jesus: “Master, I will follow thee whithersoever 
thou goest,” and where the Lord answered him, “The foxes have holes, and the birds of 
the air have nests, but the Son of man hath not where to lay his head” (Mt. 8:19-20). 
So, if we admit that this was Judas, that is one more reason why the Lord should not have 
excluded him since he was both worthy and desirable. So he received him, and when he 
began to deviate afterwards, the Lord (again respecting his liberty) took care to help him 
in various ways, but he “would not consent.” 


C. What did Jesus do to prevent the fall of Judas? 


The Lord went through all things to prevent Judas from falling and left no opportunity for 
a moment that did not help him, that he might not end up where he did. “But the lawless 
Judas would not consent.” And there are certain testimonies concerning this: 


a) We read in John that after the development of the great subject of Holy Communion, 
and after many had responded, not being able to accept the word, He concludes His 
teaching as follows: “Have not I chosen you twelve, and one of you is a devil?” (John 
6:70). Surely Judas heard this. 


b) On the day of washing these feet, He said: “And ye are clean, but not all. For he 
knew who should betray him; therefore said he, Ye are not all clean” (John 
13:10-11). Surely Judas heard this also. 


c) In the same chapter (13:22-27), we read: “When Jesus had thus said, he was 
troubled in spirit, and testified, and said, Verily, verily, I say unto you, that one of 
you shall betray me. Then the disciples looked one on another, doubting of whom he 
spake” (22), and John asked the Lord for him: “Lord, who is it?” Jesus answered, “He 
it is, to whom I shall give a sop when I have dipped it. And when he had dipped the 
sop, he gave it to Judas Iscariot, the son of Simon” (25-26). Then said Jesus unto him, 
“That thou doest, do quickly” (27). and yet Judas did not repent. 


d) We read in Matthew: “Now when the even was come, he sat down with the twelve. 
And as they did eat, he said, Verily I say unto you, that one of you shall betray me. 
And being exceedingly grieved, they began to say to Him, ‘I am not the one, am I 
Lord?’ And he answered and said, ‘The one who dipped his hand with Me in the 
dish, this one shall deliver Me up.’” And He continues: “The Son of man goeth as it is 
written of him: but woe unto that man by whom the Son of man is betrayed! it had 
been good for that man if he had not been born.” But listen to the hypocrisy and 
perversion of Judas: “Then Judas, who betrayed him, answered and said, ‘I am not 
the one, am I, Rabbi?’” And the Lord reveals him, saying: “Thou said it” (Mt. 
6:20-25), that is to say, indeed, Lord Judas, as you say, you are the one, and “The lawless 
Judas would not consent.” 


And when the Fathers speak of the indiscretion of Judas and his impiety and interpret the 
verse, “The one who dipped his hand with Me in the dish, this one shall deliver Me 


up,” say, “Behold, because Judas, being controlled in secret, did not mend himself, 
therefore the Lord reveals him with the immersion of the plate, and with the 
demonstrative pronoun ‘This one.’” He said, “This one will betray me,” pointing out 
Judas, not only by word but also with the eye and finger. If he had said only that Judas 
would deliver me up, he would not have so openly presented the betrayer because there 
was another Judas, an apostle of the twelve. But what does he mean when He says, “He 
that dippeth his hand with me in the dish?” It is said, writes St. Nicodemus, that the 
other disciples, who were ashamed of Christ, the Master, when the Lord dipped the bread 
on the plate and ate, they did not sit in reverence to the Lord, but stood until He had 
dipped; but Judas, being bold and shameless, dipped with the Lord. That is also what the 
holy Theophylact says: “But Judas was shameless and dipped his hand into Christ’s 
dish.” as also Euthymios said, “He hath made a mockery of the Master, as not to 
subdue him, but to dip in with him.” 


The Lord never for a single moment failed to warn, remind and threaten Judas. 


Was it a minor thing when He told Judas, ““Good would it be for that man if he had not 
been born?” In these words, the Lord declared to him that non-existence is better than 
existence in sin, and according to the interpretation of Theophylact: “For it is better for 
the damned not to exist at all, than to exist and be eternally in hell. And this is said, not 
that existence and the being is evil in itself, away with such blasphemy. For it is good, as 
the work of God's goodness, but evil is born of man's will and hypocrisy. Wherefore, St. 
John of Damascus says, “He did not say so in deprecation of His own creature but in 
deprecation of that creature’s choice and rashness, for it was the rashness of his own will 
that made the Creator’s benefaction useless to him” (Exact Exposition of the Orthodox 
Faith, Book IV, pp. 252-253). 


The Lord’s Longsuffering 


And the divine Chrysostomos says: “See again in His rebukes His unspeakable meekness. 
For not even here with invective, but more in the way of compassion, does He apply what 
He says, but in a disguised way again; and yet not his former senselessness only, but his 
subsequent shamelessness deserved the utmost indignation. For after this conviction, he 
says, ‘Is it I, Lord?’ Oh, insensibility! He inquires when conscious of such things. For the 
evangelist, too, marvelling at his boldness, says this. What, then, says the most mild and 
gentle Jesus? “You say.’ And yet He might have said, ‘O thou unholy, thou all unholy 
one; accursed, and profane; so long a time in travail with mischief, who hast gone your 
way, and made satanical compacts, and hast agreed to receive money, and hast been 
convicted by me too, do you yet dare to ask?’ But none of these things did He say, but 
how? ‘You say?’ fixing bounds and rules of long-suffering for us.” (Chrysostom, 


Matthew Homily 81). 


The long-suffering of the Lord and His helplessness until the last moment should have 
troubled the heart of Judas, but unfortunately. With Him at the same table until the last 
moment, and yet He does not correct himself, and the golden tongue says: “Oh, the 
shamelessness of Judas! For he too was present there, and came to partake both of the 
mysteries, and of the meal, and is convicted at the very table, when although he had been 
a wild beast, he would have become tame” (Matthew Homily 81). 


But think about that: “Hail, master, and he kissed him.” Think about the fact that he 
betrayed Him with a kiss: “Whomsoever I shall kiss, that same is he: hold him fast.” 
(Mt. 26:48) 


Let's imagine the complexity of this kiss. Anyone who saw that would rightly say, “That's 
love.” And beneath that kiss was the devil of the most abominable deed the sun ever saw. 
But that “Friend, wherefore art thou come.” That is, Friend, for this purpose, art thou 
come? To kiss me or to deliver me? And we shall be able to ask Judas: “Judas, dost thou 
love thy master and kiss him? Then why the soldiers with knives and sticks?” 


And again: “Don't you love him and come to deliver him? Then why the kiss? Thou liar 
and hypocritical Judas, are you not afraid of God?” 


So, we cannot accuse the Lord of not being interested in Judas. But Judas didn't want it. 


But are there no modern Judases today and throughout the ages? And what does not the 
Lord use, that they may come to themselves? And yet, all things are opposed, and to the 
last moment, they remain unrepentant: hypocrites, blasphemers, profaners. Is it God's 
fault because He does not intervene forcefully to make them do good or to prevent them 
from doing evil deeds and even committing suicide? We don't think so. The Lord speaks 
to man in many ways to prevent him, but he does not want to. And what the Lord said 
about Jerusalem is always true: “How often would I have gathered thy children 
together, even as a hen gathereth her chickens under her wings, and ye would not!” 
(Mt. 23:37). So he did everything for Judas, but he was overcome by hypocrisy and 


avarice and destroyed. 
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D. Did treason harm Judas, or did he benefit? If he did benefit, why is he accused? 


First, we should keep in mind that no end justifies the means in matters of Christ. And the 
divine Chrysostom says, “For both deserve countless punishments, although the 
world was saved. For neither did the treason of Judas work out salvation for us, but 
the wisdom of Christ, and the good contrivance of His fair skill, using the 
wickednesses of others for our advantage. ‘What then,’ one may say, ‘though Judas 
had not betrayed Him, would not another have betrayed Him?’ And what has this 
to do with the question? Because if Christ needs to be crucified, it must be by the 
means of someone, and if by someone, surely by such a person as this. But if all had 
been good, the dispensation on our behalf had been impeded. Not so. For the Allwise 
knows how He shall bring about our benefits, even had this happened. For His 
wisdom is rich in contrivance and incomprehensible. So for this reason, that no one 
might suppose that Judas had become a minister of the dispensation, He declares 
the wretchedness of the man” (St. John Chrysostom, On Matthew, Homily 81:2). 


Interpretation. 


“Let us be careful, for Judas is not innocent because he was the cause of the Lord’s death, 
through whom the world was saved, but worthy of a myriad of hells. Our salvation was 
not worked by Judas by his betrayal but by Christ through His wisdom, who can turn our 
wickedness into love.” 


“But they say, And if Judas had not betrayed him, someone else would have betrayed 
him: for if Christ should have been crucified, someone would have betrayed him, and that 
one would have been a man, and if all had been good, salvation would not have come. 
God forbid. For the All-wise God knew how to arrange salvation, even if they were all 
good.” 


“For He is rich in Wisdom and incomprehensible. And we say these things lest any man 
should think that Judas has done anything good for our salvation or that he has become a 


dispensation servant.” 


So, all this proves that Judas is at fault. 


“T have sinned by delivering the blood of the innocent.” 


For these reasons, some are scandalized and say, " But why should Judas be guilty if he 
repented, sought forgiveness, and returned the money? " 


The answer is simple and brief as follows: Yes, Judas repented, as the Gospel tells us, but 
the devil, who Judas willingly received into himself, led him not to Jesus, who had the 
power of forgiveness, but to the Jews. And Judas sinned against the Lord, and not against 
the Jews. Moreover, And again, Satan made him despair, so he hastened to commit 
suicide... 


[Translator’s note: there is a quote from St. Gregory of Nyssa and another from St. John 
Chrysostom here, which I had difficulty with and did not include in the text. I could not 
find the source of the translation, which would’ve helped me find a modern Greek 
translation or an English translation]. 


And the devil is doing the same trick today to many, leading them into ways of 
confession, which they will not receive forgiveness. 


We often hear it said, “I say it to the icon, and I'm fine.” Another, “TI tell it to the 
Virgin Mary and go and receive communion.” Another, “I told it to the sea, and the 
waves took it away.” And others, “We say it directly to God.” All these men work for 
the devil and follow Judas. He does not leave them to seek forgiveness from the mighty 
Spiritual Priest, who has the power to forgive sins and thus leads them, slowly but 
steadily, to Hell, unlike Judas, who immediately put him there, leading him to suicide. 


Concluding, then, this little treatise, Why Judas is Guilty, and having answered, as far as 
possible, the objections raised: We should know, once and for all, that Jesus did not 
sacrifice any of us for the salvation of others, but He sacrificed Himself for all. And let us 
not deceive ourselves that it is possible that the Lord ever became the cause of the loss of 
Judas because he had need of a betrayer or because the Scriptures foretold the betrayal. 
As proof of what has been said, we bring as a witness Justin the Philosopher, who says, 
“When you had seen Christ delivered by one of His disciples, that the Scripture was 
fulfilled, you see that Christ was the cause of the fulfillment of the Scripture, and not 
of the betrayal of Judas. For this Judas is the cause; God foresaw the future, he 
foretold through the Scriptures; and the foreknowledge is not the cause of the future 


being, but the future being is the cause of the foreknowledge. Therefore, Christ was 
not the cause of the betrayal, but the betrayal was the cause of the Lord's 
foreknowledge.” (58th Response). 


